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or less Christian. It does not necessarily follow that private revenge is not Mosaic be- 
cause it is unchristian. Legislative provisions which at one time are the most practical in 
effecting desired results may at another time be quite out of harmony or inadequate to the 
advanced condition of society. We greatly need to cultivate the historic view of Jewish 
history ; it is only by this process that the Old Testament Scriptures can be vitalized and 
made to have an influence upon men. 



The Inerrancy of the Original Autograph. * In the currant discussion as 
to the quality and extensiveness of Biblical inspiration, the question has nar- 
rowed itself down to this : Was the original manuscript absolutely correct or 
not? It is admitted on all hands that there are errors in our current copies of 
Scripture, though the most radical of biblioclasts does not allege that any 
fundamental truth is affected by them. But the people are grasping the fact 
that the question touching the inerrancy of the original document is of such 
vital importance that it marks the divisional line between loyalty and disloy- 
alty to the truth of God. It is quite sufficient for all practical purposes to 
know that the original copy of the Scriptures was thus flawless. The veracity 
of God is cleared in this manner, and the Scriptures are vindicated from the 
scandal that they merely " contain " his word. The Scriptures would not be 
God's written Word unless they were quite free from error [originally, is 
meant]. 

Truly there are many views of Biblical Inspiration, and the discussion concerning it 
which now abounds in the religious press, yes in the secular press as well, brings some 
quaint theories to the light. But it is a iittle surprising to find so eminent a minister as 
Dr. Burrell in the possession of such a theory as the above, and still more surprising to 
find it set forth in the columns of the N. Y. Independent. Could the Independent have 
really supposed that it was contributing, in the publicatian of the article, to the solution 
of this vexed problem ? The agitation of the question is of the first importance. It is by 
such thorough discussion that truth is developed and formulated, and the church now de- 
mands a consistent, iutelligent, Christian theory of Biblical Inspiration. Let every sin- 
cere effort be made, through every channel, to work out such a theory. But why should 
the attention be distracted by such an impossible view as Dr. Burrell holds ? How does it 
help us, who have only errant copies of them, to hold that the originals were absolutely 
perfect ? If inerrancy is the condition of infallibility, where is the infallible Bible for 
present use ? How do we know what changes from the originals mar or vitiate the Scrip- 
tures now in our possession ? If it was necessary that the original copies should be iner- 
rant, and so God made them thus, why was it not equally necessary that they should be 
thus preserved for the Church ? Surely it was not because God was not able for it, but 
what purpose had he in permitting the degeneration of his Word ? As a matter of fact, do 
the Scriptures claim for themselves, even originally, to have been so absolutely perfect ? 
Or, further, is it necessary to assume— for it can be nothing but sheer assumption — is it 
necessary to assume such absolute inerrancy in the original autographs in order to "clear 
God's veracity " and "vindicate the Scriptures from the scandal of merely 'containing' 
his word ? " Is Dr. Burrell's theory of any service in this earnest search for truth ? No. 
The avenue of approach to a true view of Biblical Inspiration runs in quite another direc- 
tion, and at a higher altitude. The problem does not now call for apriori theories in 
God's defense, nor for dogmatism, nor for a spirit of strife ; but for candid thought, a 
scholarly perspective, sincere and thorough investigation, and, permeating all, a spirit of 
dignity and sweet reasonableness. 



Dr.Schurer on the Fourth Gospel. f I believe that the external evidence 
*By David J. Burrell, D. D., in the N. Y. Independent, Sept. 24, 1891. 

t By Prof. W. Sanday, D. D., in Contemporary Review, Oct. 1891, pps 529-544. Being a re- 
ply to the article entitled, " The Fourth Gospel," by Prof. Emil Schflrer, D. D., in same 
magazine, Sept. 1891. 



312 Synopses of Important Articles. [Nov., 

shows a clear balance of testimony in favor of the Johannean authorship of 
the Gospel. But I am willing to admit that the main battle must be fought 
out on the line of internal evidence. As to the lack of progression in the 
Messianic claim, in John's presentation, I am prepared to make one large con- 
cession : to say that the Gospel was written by St. John is not to say that it is 
necessarily in all points an exact representation of the facts. It was written 
by the Apostle toward the end of a long life. And what should we expect 
under such circumstances ? When an old man looks back over the past, one 
of the first things which he is apt to lose is the sense of perspective. End 
and beginning draw nearer together. The facts which belong to an earlier 
stage of development are seen in the light which is thrown upon them by a 
later stage and this later interpretation affects the statement of them as his- 
tory. Some such influence upon John's narrative I admit, it is in the nature 
of the case, but exactly the amount and character of that influence I am not 
prepared to state. On the other hand, the progressiveness of Messianic claim 
is not so far lacking as Dr. Schiirer would have us think. He proceeds upon 
the false assumption that because we attach to the name " Messiah " a fully de- 
veloped Christology, such a conception of it must have obtained from the first. 
It is true that Jesus of Nazareth is recognized as the Messiah by the first dis- 
ciples who join him, but their first hasty and vague recognition were very 
different from the deliberate confession of Peter. As for the discourses, I 
suspect that the evangelist himself made them more explicit [than originally 
they were] in the announcement of Jesus' Divinity. Certain points have been 
selected by the Apostle for special emphasis, which would not bulk so large in 
the actual teaching of Jesus. Also there may very possibly be an element of 
anticipation in time, truths being put forward in the Gospel at an earlier date 
than that to which they really belonged. I agree also that there has been 
some recasting in the form of the discourses. Their literal accuracy I would 
not vouch for ; but their foundation I fully believe to be genuine. 

These are significant concessions to the adverse school of critics, made in the interest of 
a harmony between the supporters and deniers of the Johannean authorship of the Gospel. 
Dr. Schurer's article had set forth with much clearness and force the difficulties of the 
problem ; the best that his school has been able to do for the Gospel is to make it the work 
of one of John's disciples, who thus used the Johannean circle of tradition and teaching 
after his master had passed away. Prof. Sanday is one of the staunchest defenders of the 
Apostolic authorship, and it is not a little interesting to observe the concessions to histor- 
ical criticism which he feels it necessary to make. Perhaps it suggests a reconstrnction, 
on the part of some, of their present conception of the origin and character of the Fourth 
Gospel. The discussion concerning it is still vigorous, and the results cannot yet be an- 
nounced. Prof. Sanday is now delivering at Oxford a series of lectures on the " Present 
Position of the Johannean Question," which will elaborate his view, and which will doubt- 
less soon be accessible to the generel public. 



